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Howard. It is submitted that the conclusions reached in this analysis are unsubstantiated

because of the numerous critical assumptions which were made during the analysis.

Page 1 of the Vlissides report lists the assumptions which, as Vlissides states, "have

been made regarding the major characteristics of the structural system". The list

continues through Page 2 of the report. Critical parameters such as the section panel

height, the diameter of the guy cables, the diameter of essential tower members were

simply assumed and input to a computer model.

Twenty-three transmission line types were assumed and, in addition, the

transmission lines were assumed to traverse the tower over the entire distance to each

antenna. Vlissides attests on Page 4 of the report, that "the type and size of the

transmission lines were taken from a sketch of the tower prepared by Gerhold, Cross &

Etzel, Professional Land Surveyors, dated 1/20/92." A copy of the Land Surveyor's

1/20/92 report was included in the Vlissides report, however, no information concerning

the transmission lines (either type or length) is included in the land surveyor's report.

Vlissides incorrectly assumes that the proposed Channel 2 antenna will require two

3-1/8 inch rigid transmission lines along the entire length of the support structure to the

top mounted antenna, when in faet only one 3-1/8 inch rigid line is planned. Transmission

line description 'for the various Land Mobile transmission systems currently mounted on

the tower is inaccurate, and the windload analysis fails to reflect the fact that lines are
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bundled into a single cylindrical vertical run up the tower. These erroneous assumptions

increase the loading on the subject tower and contribute to Vlissides' findings.

Vlissides further cautions on Page 6, Item 3, of its report that the Report's "Findings

are based on the assumed tower geometry, member sizes and properties, guy cable

sizes, and antenna and transmission loading.n

Upon grant of a Construction Permit of the Four Jacks application, the tower owner,

Cunningham Communications, Inc. will make any changes necessary to safely

accommodate the addition of the Channel 2 transmitting antenna. The necessary local

permits, if any, will be obtained before actual modification of the structure is undertaken.

Scripps Howard's claims concerning site suitability are totally without merit.

This statement and associated exhibits were prepared by me or under my direct

supervision and are believed to be true and correct.

DATED: February 12,1992



April 2, 1968

DCA-S20

AERONAtrrICAL STUDY NO. DCA-oE-68-19

DlTBRKIHATIOK 0'1 NO HAZAllD TO AIR NAVIGATION

Th. Fed.ral Av1atioll Ad1l1nilltration has circulariud the following
d.acribed conatruction proposal and baa conduct.d an a.ronautical
atudy to d.termin. ita .ffect upon the a.fe and efficient utiliza
tion of navis-ble airapace.r PI.OP<lfBNT:
LOCATIOH :
Latitude z
Longitude:

Ca..rcial Radio
Catonavill.. Md.
39017'13" North
760 4S'16" Welt

Inatitut.. Inc.
STaUCTUU AllteMa Tower
BIGHT ABOVE GROUND 709 Ft.

ABOVE MSL 1249 Pt.

A Determination of No Hazard .a iaauad for a 1200 ft. AMSL tower at
thia sita (ca•• Ho. DCA-OS-66-100). Thia propo.al i. to increa••
that baipt by 49 f••t. The structur. would .xceed obstruction
atandard. 10 Part 77, r.deral Aviat10a Resulationa. Section 77.23(a)(1)
in that the atructur. would be mor. than SOO feet above around and
sectiOll 77.23(a) (5) in that the atructure would be leaa than 1451 ft.
below tha JDiDimuIa enroute altitude of rederal Airway V268.

Two obj.ctiona _1'. raceiwd in raapona. to the circulariution.
Theae _1'. ba.ed priMrily on the CODCluaioQ that the .tructure wauld
affect tha utiliutiOll of the prapoHd IDIcru.nt r.ndina Syatem (ILS)
wbicll viii ..ne lbmway IS at FriaDd.hip Int.mational Airport aDd
that the atructur. would t.nd to reatrict the u.. of .inpace iD the
vicinity of the airport.

The aerOD.aUtical atudy sbGwd that the tenMr -.aId have DO ad,"ra.
effact aD aircraft which may uae the pzoopoad ILS at 1'l'iaDdahip
Airport. The tower would be locatad 7.1 mle. north••t of the lift
off and ot 1umra1 33 aDd withiD tba oit1 lllU.tl of Catonrnlle. The
towr would not aff.ct the 1aDc:Iina miDiImu ot tile propoHd u.s
in.truMDt approach procedure. would DOt affect tba lliDiJaa .nrcute
altituda of r.der.l Airway V268 nor would it acHd obatruction
ataautarda ill Part 77 a. appl1ed to aD1 airport.

Ia.ed 011 the aeronautical study, it ia the fiDdina of the apncy that
'the tower would have no aubatant:1a1 ad.-r•• effect Oft a.ronautical

.oparat1on., procedurea or aintmua fliSht altitudea.
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Therefore, pursuant to the authority delepted to _, it u found that
the structure would have no substantial adver.. effect upon the .afe
aDd efficient utilisation of navilable airspace aDd it 18 hereby datar
m1nad that the structure would not be a ba.ard to a11' uavipti011 provided
the .tructure is obstruction marked and l1abted in accordance with P.lA
standarda.

Thi, datemwtion 18 lubject to review by the Adm1Di.trator if • peti
tion i, filed on or before May 1, 1968. If no petition i. Uled, the
determinacion bec~s final on May 11, 1968. If. petition i, filed,
further DOtica will· be Iivan and the deterDI1Dation vill not bee=- final
pendina diaposition of the petition.

Patitlona for dlacratlOD&rY reviav muat be filed 1D triplicate with the
Chief, ObatructiOll lvaluation Branch. "aderal Aviat:l.on Ad.W8tration,
W.ahinltml, D. C. 205S3, within 30 daya aftar tba data of 1a8UAnca and
...t contain a full atatement of the bui, upon which it i8 made.

Thls deterDIwtiOll expi,res OD HoV8llber 11. 1968. unlaa. appliutlon is
..da to the rcc for • cou.tructioR permit bafore that .ata, or the
determination i. otherwi.e exteuded, revi8ed, or terainated. If appli
cation i8 raada to the FCC within the aix IIIODtb tt. period, the deter
mination expire. OD the date preacribed in the ICC CODatruction permit
for completion of construction or 011 the date the FCC denie. the
.pplication.

Notice to this office ia required at le••e 48 houra before the .tart of
conatruct1oll aDd apin within fi_ daya after con.truct1on reaches ita
areate.t he1pt.

Original signed by

L. I. Pearce
Chaf, Air Traff1c Brauch

Ia.ued OD April 2, 1968



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Karan Ferguson, hereby certify that I have this 12th day

of February, 1992, mailed by first class united states Mail,

postage prepaid, copies of the foregoing "OPPOSITION TO PETITION

TO DENY APPLICATION" to the following:

Donald P. Zeifang, Esq.
Baker & Hostetler
1050 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036


